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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This final office action is in response to the amendment filed 27 April 201 0. 

2. Claims 1 , 3-1 8, 20-35, and 37-38 are pending. Claims 1,18, and 35 are 
independent claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

5. Claims 1 , 3-1 1 , 1 3-1 4, 1 7-1 8, 20-28, 30-31 , 34-35, and 37-38 are rejected under 
35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Yamamoto (US 2004/0008373, filed 8 July 
2003), and further in view of and further in view of Enokida et al. (US 6335746, filed 23 
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July 1997, hereafter Enokida) and further in view of Nakagiri et al. (US 7301656, filed 30 
October 2000, hereafter Nakagiri). 

As per independent claim 1 , Yamamoto discloses an information output device 
comprising: 

a first information selection unit selecting information (Figure 5, item S204: Here, 
the first information selection unit selects an image for attachment) 

an outline presenting information creation unit creating outline presenting 
information corresponding to each of a plurality of multimedia data in parallel, said 
multimedia data being included in the information selected by said first information 
selection unit (paragraph 001 1 : Here, image forming means for forming an image of the 
attachment present the multimedia images simultaneously, in parallel) 

a presentation unit presenting said multimedia information (paragraph 001 1 : 
Here, the image forming means display the image attachment during display of the 
image) 

Yamamoto fails to specifically disclose wherein said presentation unit presents 
alternative information in stages, before completion of the simultaneous processing of 
the plurality of image data, of said outline presenting information creation process, said 
alternative information including at least intermediate information under course of 
creation presenting information creation unit in stages according to respective said 
presenting information creation process and another set of information. 

However, Nakagiri discloses wherein said presentation unit presents alternative 
information in stages, before completion of the simultaneous processing of the plurality 
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of image data, of said outline presenting information creation process, said alternative 
information including at least intermediate information under course of creation in 
presenting information creation unit in stages according to respective presenting 
information creation process and another set of information (claim 1 ; column 26, lines 
37-67: Here, an intermediate code format of the image is generated and displayed 
during the processing of an image for printing. This intermediate image and the image 
for printing are simultaneously processed, with the intermediate image displayed to a 
user prior to completion of the processing of the image for printing). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the applicant's invention to have 
combined Nakagiri with Yamamoto, since it would have allowed a user to view a 
preview of data while obtaining the final format data. 

Yamamoto further fails to specifically disclose the images in an outline form. 
However, Enokida discloses displaying images in an outline form (column 3, lines 48- 
61 : Here, displaying the images in a hierarchical structure is an outline form). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the applicant's 
invention to have combined Enokida with Yamamoto, since it would have allowed a user 
to easily determine the relation between various images. 

As per dependent claim 3, Yamamoto, Nakagiri, and Enokida disclose the 
limitations similar to those in claim 1, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. 
Yamamoto discloses the device further comprising: 
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an outline presenting information creation control unit controlling execution of 
said outline presenting information creation process in said outline presenting 
information creation unit (paragraph 001 1 ) 

a storage unit storing outline presenting information (paragraph 001 1 : Here, a 
copy of the attachment image is stored at a remote device) 

when said outline presenting information is stored in the storage unit (paragraph 

0011) 

said outline presenting information creation control unit performs control such 
that said outline presenting information creation process is not executed in said outline 
presenting information creation unit (paragraph 0011) 

said presentation unit presents said outline presenting information stored in said 
storage unit (paragraph 001 1 ). 

As per dependent claim 4, Yamamoto, Nakagiri, and Enokida disclose the 
limitations similar to those in claim 3, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. 
Yamamoto further discloses a second information selection unit selecting information to 
be subjected to said outline presenting information creation process based on said 
information selected by said first information selection unit (paragraph 001 1 : Here, the 
second information selection unit selects links to attachment images stored at a remote 
device) 

said outline presenting information creation unit creates outline presenting 
information for multimedia data included in the information selected by said second 
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information selection unit and stores the same in the storage unit (paragraph 001 1 : 
Here, the email presents a list of attachments, which are stored remotely). 

As per dependent claim 5, Yamamoto, Nakagiri, and Enokida disclose the 
limitations similar to those in claim 4, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. 
Yamamoto further discloses wherein said second information selection unit selects 
information to be subjected to said outline presenting information creation process 
based on a status of the information output device (paragraph 0010: Here, the status of 
the capacity of the mail server is determined. If the email, containing the attached 
images is below the capacity, the email is sent including the attached images. If the 
email, containing the attached images is above the capacity, the images are removed. 
In this instance, the second information selection unit selects the location of the 
attachment at the remote device. An email containing the image location is sent). 

As per dependent claim 6, Yamamoto, Nakagiri, and Enokida disclose the 
limitations similar to those in claim 4, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. 
Yamamoto further discloses wherein said second information selection unit selects 
information to be subjected to said outline presenting information creation process 
based on an attribute of said information selected by said first information selection unit 
(paragraph 0010). 

As per dependent claim 7, Yamamoto, Nakagiri, and Enokida disclose the 
limitations similar to those in claim 4, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. 
Yamamoto further discloses wherein when information including a plurality of 
multimedia data is included in multiple pieces of information selected by said second 
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information selection unit, said outline presenting information creation control unit 
controls execution of said outline presenting information creation process in said outline 
presenting information creation unit such tat, for all information selected by said second 
information selection unit, outline presenting information for at least one multimedia data 
included in said information is created (Figures 6 and 8; paragraphs 0075-0077 and 
0079-0082). 

As per dependent claim 8, Yamamoto, Nakagiri, and Enokida disclose the 
limitations similar to those in claim 4, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. 
Yamamoto further discloses wherein when information including a plurality of 
multimedia data is included in multiple pieces of information selected by said second 
information selection unit, said outline presenting information creation control unit 
controls execution of said outline presenting information creation process in said outline 
presenting information creation unit such that, for one piece of information selected by 
said second information selection unit, outline presenting information for multimedia 
data included in information subsequent to said one piece of information is created after 
outline presenting information for all multimedia data include in said one piece of 
information has been created (Figure 6 and 8; paragraph 0075-0077 and 0079-0082: 
Here, all attachment information is removed if the mail server is over its capacity limit, 
starting with the first attachment). 

As per dependent claim 9, Yamamoto, Nakagiri, and Enokida disclose the 
limitations similar to those in claim 3, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. 
Yamamoto further discloses the output device further comprising: 
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a delete outline presenting information selection unit selecting outline presenting 
information to be subjected to deletion from said storage unit (Figure 14) 

a deletion unit deleting said selected outline presenting information (Figure 14) 

As per dependent claim 10, Yamamoto, Nakagiri, and Enokida disclose the 
limitations similar to those in claim 9, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. 
Yamamoto further discloses wherein said deleted outline presenting information 
selection unit selects said outline presenting information to be subjected to deletion 
based on an attribute of multimedia data (Figure 14; paragraph 0010). 

As per dependent claim 1 1 , Yamamoto, Nakagiri, and Enokida disclose the 
limitations similar to those in claim 9, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. 
Yamamoto further discloses wherein said deleted outline presenting information 
selection unit selects said outline presenting information to be subjected to deletion 
based on a data size of said outline presenting information (paragraph 0010: Here, if the 
attachment outline size, including the images, is greater than the mail server capacity, 
the attachment outline is removed). 

As per dependent claim 13, Yamamoto, Nakagiri, and Enokida disclose the 
limitations similar to those in claim 9, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. 
Yamamoto further discloses wherein said deleted outline presenting information 
selection unit selects said outline presenting information to be subjected to deletion 
based on a presentation status of said outline presenting information in said 
presentation unit (paragraph 0013: Here, an email containing attachments cannot be 
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displayed because the attachment images are deleted. In this instance, a request is 
generated to present the link to an online location of the images). 

As per dependent claim 14, Yamamoto, Nakagiri, and Enokida disclose the 
limitations similar to those in claim 9, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. 
Yamamoto further discloses wherein when said deleted outline presenting information 
selection unit selects a plurality of said outline presenting information to be subjected to 
deletion, said deletion unit deletes prescribed outline presenting information among said 
outline presenting information to be subjected to deletion such that outline presenting 
information of at least one multimedia data included in one piece of information is left 
(Figure 21). 

As per dependent claim 17, Yamamoto, Nakagiri, and Enokida disclose the 
limitations similar to those in claim 1, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. 
Yamamoto further discloses wherein said multimedia data is data including an image 
(paragraph 001 1) and said outline presenting information unit creates said outline 
presenting information using at least a part of said image (paragraph 0011). 

As per claims 18, 20-28, 30-31 , and 34, the applicant discloses the limitations 
substantially similar to those in claims 1,3-11, 13-14, and 17, respectively. Claims 18, 
20-28, 30-31, and 34 are similarly rejected. 

As per claims 35 and 37-38, the applicant discloses the limitations substantially 
similar to those in claims 1 and 3-4, respectively. Claims 35 and 37-38 are similarly 
rejected. 
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6. Claims 12 and 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Yamamoto, Nakagiri, and Enokida and further in view of Aiyama (US 
2002/0076245, filed 13 December 2001). 

As per dependent clam 12, Yamamoto, Nakagiri, and Enokida disclose the 
limitations similar to those in claim 9, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. 
Yamamoto fails to specifically disclose determining the cost of processing information 
for presenting the outline data. However, Aiyama discloses determining the cost of 
processing information for presenting the outline data (paragraph 0075). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the applicant's invention to 
have combined Aiyama with Yamamoto, since it would have allowed a user to base 
deletion determination upon the cost of processing the outline image data. 

As per claim 29, the applicant discloses the limitations substantially similar to 
those in claim 12, Claim 29 is similarly rejected. 

7. Claims 15-16 and 32-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Yamamoto, Nakagiri, and Enokida and further in view of Menich (US 
2003/0187632, filed 2 April 2002). 

As per dependent claim 15, Yamamoto, Nakagiri, and Enokida disclose the 
limitations similar to those in claim 1 , and the same rejection is incorporated herein. 
Yamamoto fails to specifically disclose controlling a timing of presentation. However, 
Menich discloses controlling a timing of a presentation (paragraph 0003). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the applicant's invention to 
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have combined Menich with Yamamoto, since it would have allowed a user to controls 
timing of outline presentation. 

As per dependent claim 16, Yamamoto, Nakagiri, Enokida and Menich disclose 
the limitations similar to those in claim 15, and the same rejection is incorporated 
herein. Menich further discloses wherein outline presenting information is presented 
after expiration of a time interval (paragraph 0003). It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the applicant's invention to have combined 
Menich with Yamamoto, since it would have allowed a user to controls timing of outline 
presentation. 

As per claims 32-33, the applicant discloses the limitations similar to those in 
claims 15-16, respectively. Claims 32-33 are similarly rejected. 



Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 , , 3-1 8, 20-35, and 37-38 have 
been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to KYLE R. STORK whose telephone number is (571)272- 
4130. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday (8:00-4:30). 



Application/Control Number: 10/564,710 Page 12 

Art Unit: 2178 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Stephen Hong can be reached on (571) 272-4124. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Kyle R Stork/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2178 



